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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This office action is in response to amendment filed April 1, 2005. Claims 19, 28, 34, 36 
and 41 have been amended. Claims 19, 21-34, 36-41 are still pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 19, 21-24, 28, 29, 34-39 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bandera et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,332,127 and further in view of Collins-Rector 
et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,188,398. 

Regarding claims 19, 21 and 22, 24, 34 and 36, Bandera teaches displaying a link to a 
resource with a mobile terminal; automatically employing the location of the mobile terminal to 
determine content that is related to the linked resource and also to the location of the terminal; 
determining the location at periodic interval; searching a database for sellers information (see 
abstract, col. 2 lines 29-53, col. 5 lines 15-25 and col. 6 line 41 to col. 7 Une 52). Bandera 
teaches providing an advertising object (banner ads of a related content) and the advertising 
objects including a text files, audio files, video files, image files, hyperlinks and the hkes (see 
col. 2 lines 36-60). Collins teaches active areas in banner ads, which can be selectable by a 
mouse cUck, in order to obtain further information about an item, which appeared in the banner 
ad (col. 2 lines 39-62, col. 4 lines 51-62). Collins also teaches determining content that is related 
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to the linked resource (col. 2 lines 39-62 and col. 4 lines 52-62). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to implement clickable spot in 
Bandera's video ads, as in Collins, in order to provide interactive experience in which the viewer 
can obtain further information. Also it would have been obvious to determine content that is 
related to the linked resource, as in Collins, in Bandera's location specific advertisement to 
maintain a potential purchaser's interest (see col. 2 lines 1-21). 

Regarding claim 23 determining the network address of the mobile terminal and mapping 
the network address to mobile identifier is inherent feature of Bandera's access to Internet (see 
col. 4 lines 36-45). 

Regarding claims 28 and 29, Bandera teaches transceiver configured to communicate 
over a network; a memory including logical instructions stored therein and a processor 
configured to enable action based on executing the logical instruction for displaying a link to a 
resource; storing the location of the mobile terminal and communication the selected hnk and the 
location of the mobile terminal to an application server; receiving content related to the Hnked 
resource and the location and displaying the content (see fig. 2, abstract, col. 2 lines 29-53, col. 5 
lines 15-25 and col. 6 hne 41 to col. 7 line 52). 

Regarding claims 37-39, Bandera teaches searching database for reseller information that 
is a match to the location of the terminal and advertisement and providing the information to the 
mobile terminal (see fig. 2&3 and col. 4 line 35 to col. 5 line 25). Base station subsystem and 
mobile terminal connected via GSM network is inherent feature. 

Claim 41 is rejected as stated above in claim 19. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 25-27, 30-33 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bandera in view of Collins-Rector et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,188,398 and further in view of 
Saha et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,198,935. 

Regarding claims 25-27, 30-33 and 40 Bandera teaches the location of the mobile 
terminal being determining using different method, such GPS, or based on identification of the 
cellular base station or satellite beam (see col. 4 lines 46-60 and col. 6 line 42 to col. 7 line 30). 
Bandera does not explicitly teach measuring radio signals and determining the arrival time of a 
first detectable path and determining idle periods, it is taught by Saha (see abstract and col. 5 line 
15 to col. 6 line 67 and col. 7 lines 5-23). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to combine Bandera's mobile terminal with Saha's 
determining of position based upon network characteristics. One would be motivated to include 
signal measurement for the purpose of computing an accurate position of a mobile station, as 
taught by Saha (see col. 7 lines 5-10). Bandera's Web access from the mobile terminal enables a 
bet from the mobile terminal. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 19, 21-34 and 36-41 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Application/Control Number: 09/580,583 
Art Unit: 3622 



Page 5 



Conclusion 



The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Wistendahl et al. (US 6,496,981) teaches an interactive media content. 
Srinivasan et al. (US 6357,042) teaches ad placement in video data streams. 
Rangan et al. (US 6,006,265) hypervideo, a full-motion digital video with embedded 
hyperlinks to related content through automated means of creating video "hotspots". 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Yehdega Retta whose telephone number is (57 1). 272-6723. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Eric Stamber can be reached on (571) 272-6724. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or PubUc PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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